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000 from hundreds o! i)-housands who would
Ife liable for servicL>, -under the 1.aw as it
stands on the statutes to-day. The 4han.
member for Cape Breton said:

There la no question whatever that the
people are behind us in whatever we do to
bring this ,war te a successful conclusion.
There ls no hurry.

if the people are behind us in whatever
we do to carry thie war to a'eucoesful. con-
clusion, what ie the use of a referendum?

Those are his own words. I enbmit the
whole argument my hon. friend attempted
to deduce this afternoon in f avout of a.ref-
erendum to the people has been eut from
under hie feet by his own very words. The
hoii. member fuxther said:

If this Act le not new law, What la the Use
of introduciflg it?
-Again my hon. friend lias failed to grasp

that practioaily the oniy abject in intro-
dncing the present Bill was not to say that

certain men should be hiable for military
service who were not before liable but it
was to, say that only the men of those class-

es .specified should be liable for military
service, and if we had these provisions giv-
ing power ta make selection, in the oid

Act, no doubt- the present Act would not-

have beezn introduced. But, that wouid not

get ue away from the fact tliat under the'

existing law. the man power of Canada
would be subject to conscription, if we may

use that term, or to compulsion, juet the
same -as under the present Bill.

Letlme say a word or tiva with reference
to the marks made by my hon. friend fram
Rouville (Mr. Lemieux). I feel ahmost like
apolagizing to the Hanse for attempting to
controvert bis contention. Notwitlistanding
ail that bas been saîd in thie House, he
seemes to be of the opinion etili, that there
~is no conetitutional right or authority in
Parliament ta .pass the Bill now before us.
If that je the kind of doctrine lie is prýeqch-

* ng ta the people of Qnebec, I can eaeily
understand why the peaple of that province

-have the opinion which they appear ta have
on this question to-day, -and it-je unfortun-

- at-e that these -people should be led ta be-
lieve that what we are attempting ta do in
this House ta-day is uhcontitutional un-
lèse the question je firet enbmitted ta tliem.
Perhaps the Hanse will excuse me, if I,
briefly, place my -views befare the'House on
the constitutianality of thie questian.

* By the Revised Statutes of Canada, chap-
ter 41, it is provided that "His Majesty
may cail out the militia, or any part thereof,
for active service, either within or -without
Canada, at any time -when it appears advis-

abie ta do so, by reason of war, invasion
or insurrection, or danger of eitlier, and
the militiarnen, when s0 called out for active
service, shall continue to serve for at lest
one year from the date of their being caiied
out for active service,- if required ta do so,
or for any period langer that Hie Majesty
appoints."

If we read the Englieh language and take
the ordinarily accepted meaning of worde,
then there is no daubt that the militia of
Canada may be caiied ont for active service
either within or Without Canada at any
time under the above section, and under
that Act "militia" je declared ta include al]
maie inhabitante 18 years aid 'and under
60, and that al] maie. inhabitants capable af
bearing arme may be cailed out in case of s
levee en masse.

It is a peculiar thing that by the Miiitia
Act of 1904, whiie the words "for the defence
of Canada" were added by the -Laurier Ad-
ministration, upon being questioned in the
Honse as ta whether or not the addition of
thase words made any difference in the
meaning of the then existing Act, s to thýe
rights ar powers of the Government ta cali
out the militia for service outeide of
Canada, it was admitted by the then Min-
ister ofi Militia (Sir Frederick Borden),
notwithetanding what my han. friend fram
Rauviliesaid the other day, that it made no
change whatever in the iaw or the poligy of
the aid Act. The Act, as then changed,
reade as follaws:

The Gavernor ln Couincil may place the
militia, or any part thereof, en active service
anywhere ln Canada, and alea beyond Canada
for the 'defence thereof at any time when it
appeare advisable sa ta do by reasan of any
emergency.

The words "for the defence thereof"ý were
added.

Sa that if what we are doing can be in
any way constrüed as being for the defence
of Canada, no hon. gentleman i this Hanse
has the riglit ta eay that we have not abso-
lute authorit-y fia cail ont the militia of
Canada for service in the Canadian Expedi-
tionary Force abraad.

As ta the interpret-atian of the words "for
the defence of- Canada," Sir Frederick Bar-
den, as reported on page 6à92 of Hansard,
1904; said that the insertion ef these words
conetituted %no change of policy. He said:

There hàs been no change ln poiicy. It
seems ta me that we have made clear in this
section exaetly what is understood as the ab-
ject of a militia farce in every country. in
the mother country, and in every province of
this Dominion prier ta Canfederation, tliis has
been the rule. We are always able ta meet
times of stress and emergency. If it becomes


